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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

This report presents the results of the review of the California radiation control program. The 
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3.0 COMMON PERFORMANCE INDICATORS 

IMPEP identifies five comI582rerformance indicators to be used in reviewing both NRC 
R e g i o n a l  a n d  A g r e e m e n t  S t a t e  p r o g r a m s .  T h e s e  i n d i c a t o r s  a r e :  ( 1 )  T e c h n i c a l  S t a f f i n g  a n d  
T r a i n i n g ;  ( 2 )  S t a t u s  o f  M a t e r i a l s  I n s p e c t i o n  P r o g r a m ;  ( 3 )  T e c h n i c a l  Q u a l i t y  o f  I n s p e c t i o n s ;  
( 4 ) T e c h n i c a l  Q u a l i t y  o f  L i c e n s i n g  A c t i o n s ;  a n d  ( 5 )  T e c h n i c a l  Q u a l i t y  o f  I n c i d e n t  a n d  A l l e g a t i o n  
A c t i v i t i e s .  

3.1 Technical Staffing and Training 

Issues central to the evaluation of this indicator include the Branch’s staffing level and staff 
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review included casework from all of the materials inspectors and several supervisors, and 





California Final Report Page 10 

The Licensing Units review each inspection file prior to reviewing renewal applications to 
determine the inspection and enforcement history of the licensee. However, the review team 
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The Branch has used license conditions in some cases; however, none have been reviewed by 
the NRC for compatibility. In fact, absent from the license conditions are sections of rules that 
the NRC considers health and safety significant and are listed in STP Procedure SA-200, as B 
or H&S compatibility categories. For example, two important sections from 10 CFR Part 34, 
“Licenses for Industrial Radiography and Radiation Safety Requirements for Industrial 
Radiographic Operations,” are not covered by license conditions. The first is the requirement 
for having two qualified individuals present at a location of radiographic operations and the 
second is the requirement that a radiographer be certified through a radiographer certification 
program by a certifying entity. 

The industrial radiography “two-person rule” is an example of a regulation with direct health and 
safety implications. It requires the presence of a second trained individual to observe the 
operations and be capable of providing immediate assistance to prevent unauthorized entry. 
The Branch is aware of industrial radiography companies, including out-of-state companies, 
performing radiography in the State using only one trained individual, to reduce operating costs. 
California is the only jurisdiction in the United States which does not have a two-person rule. 

Other excluded parts of the regulations is the required use of written directives and specific 
procedures for administrations requiring a written directive, as outlined in 10 CFR Part 35, 
“Medical Use of Byproduct Materials.” In Section 3.5 of this report, it was identified that a li10.98 72 451.6f
0.0001reg
irectives and speciyC72 45132 Tm
r251 Tm
istan diccur is 2474 Tm
ulatiave hiodse conditions. 

 Radiography and Radiation SafetRequirerrograpors,"( Rad2 Tndeons o absrized entry. )Tj
ET
BT
/TT0 1 Tf
0.0012 Tc -0.0003 Tw 10.98 338029898 72 seny licenidoions,” pre24 Tm
submmedtre oher exe aded parts of thse conditions.  Rad3m083,( Rad2 Tndeons o489.4246 TmStates whsen immfetnia fruexamions oalltirrograporse requirement )Tj
ET
f
-0.0002 Tw 10.98 300iyC798 72 subjtione a
d in 6ah doeent froed by liceniy cor.5 atnly outlel.4246 TmStf60iTj
mw3293c5iecip1dres vhe roeaRe,dj present2 Tw te231and specific 	e assi002 Tw 10.973s1 Tf
0cea li10.98 72 451.6f
0.0001reg
irectives90.644311iy 029403.68Ompanies,10.98 s-spack TwsT8 313 02798 72 3m063,( Rad3m083,( Rad2 174eon9aded phahins oaesaward -0.00erson rule.Chiefa li10.98 72 451.6f
0.0001reg
irective275.717 174eon9aded pedia2 ree upd
f-
ET
BTesalrs e aadd7sTsmutl00iyC798 72 subjtione a
d3 in e cond4tions. )Tj
ET
BT
/TT0 11-0.co995 atnly outlel.42TesalweTw loggmpanonagTT0 1 icanduttezed rs eons ps. nonagTT.00 1 ictlinmisceTwaneousT8 313 02798 72 3m063 cond8 in 6ah doeent froed by lice149.230.5 atnael.del.4246 TmStf60iTj
mw3293c5iec910.98 388 10648 72 577.623 thse conditions. )Tj
ET
BT
/TT0 1124 030
5132 Tm
r251 Tm
istan73s1lud403.686dellierse ren
tamulg aadd710.
BT
/TT0 1  i.00BD timepanfashadd7Use 8 313 02798 72 3m063,( Rad3m083,( Rad2 111.43045 atndueerseentrv823absf0.9urn Rad2ts. )Tly outls0erson rule.absf0.9o8 3Radt
0.98 i  timectlinefesary. )T 363iyC698 72 Ady liceally,o abs6239 Tmtiaveedo absen98 o�9420 0orhaveis1erized eions isellel.42; howTndeTm
Tm
ulatiave hiodse a
df thse conditions. 

/procedures/sa200.pdf


California Final Report � Page 15 





California Final Report Page 17 

courses. All have regulatory experience and aperiencew 0mnded the NRC SS&D Workshop. 
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The registrations clearly summarized the product evaluation to provide license reviewers with 
adequate information to license the possession and use of the product. Deficiency letters 
clearly stated regulatory positions and all health and safety issues were properly addressed. 
The review team determined that the product evaluations were thorough, complete, consistent, 
of acceptable technical quality, and adequately addressed the integrity of the products during 
use and in the event of an accident. 

4.2.3 Evaluation of Defects and Incidents Regarding SS&Ds 
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5.0 SUMMARY 

As noted in Sections 3 and 4 above, the review team and the MRB found California’s 
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APPENDIX A 

IMPEP REVIEW TEAM MEMPERS 
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CALIFORNIA ORGANIZATION CHARTS 
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